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DETAILED ACTION 

Applicant's amendments filed 3/4/10 are acknowledged. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

1. Claims 1, 9, 14 and 21-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Nocera FR 2799695. 

Nocera teaches the invention as claimed: 

Regarding claim 1 , an air vent (fig. 3), especially for a motor vehicle, with an air- 
supplying air duct 9 (fig. 3) and with an air conduction device (9B), the air duct in the air 
conduction device being divided into at least two essentially cylindrical sub ducts (2A 
(11 A) and 2B (11B), fig. 3), that wherein the cylindrical sub ducts are arranged parallel 
with respect to one another (fig. 3). 

Regarding claim 9 a device (1B, 1A, fig. 6) for setting the direction of the air 
stream is arranged after the air conduction device (fig. 4). 

Regarding claim 14, the air vent has a lamellar air conduction device (1A and 1B, 

fig. 5). 
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Regarding claim 21 , A ventilation system for a motor vehicle (fig. 3), 
characterized by an air vent (fig. 4). 

Regarding claim 22, an air vent (fig. 3) with an air conduction device 9, 9A, 9B, 
11 A, 11 B (fig. 3 and fig. 4) and an air-supplying air duct 9A, 9B (fig. 3) in the air 
conduction device, the air duct being divided into at least two essentially cylindrical 
subducts e1 1 A, 1 1 B (fig. 3) each having a centerline (not shown center line, but should 
be in the place of line IV-IV on both duct 11a and 11b, fig. 3), the centerlines of the at 
least two essentially cylindrical subducts being mutually parallel (fig. 3). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being obvious over Nocera FR 
2799695 in view of Butera WO02/072371 . 

Nocera teaches the invention as discussed above but is silent about the four air 
streams. 

Butera teaches: 

Regarding claim 2, a division (5S and 5D, fig. 2) of the air supplied through the 
air duct into at least four air streams (7S, 7D, 7C, fig. 2). 
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It would have been obvious tone of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have the Nocera invention modified with the Butera 4 air streams in order to 
have more vent openings and thus improve ventilation in the vehicle cabin. 
3. Claims 3-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Nocera FR 2799695 in view of Burr DE 10243974 (see also 2006/0135054 which is 
English translation). 

Nocera teaches further: 

Regarding claim 1 9-20, oscillation frequency (controls of the air that is supply to 
the vehicle cabin) is regulated as a function of one or more regulating parameters (air 
temperature and speed, see Abstract, lines 1-4) 

Nocera teaches the invention as discussed above, but is silent about cylindrical 
sub ducts arranged concentrically one in the other, about spiral sub duct, and about 
oscillating flaps. 

Burr teaches: 

Regarding claim 3, at least one further subduct 12 (figs. 3-4) is provided, 
arranged around at least one of the cylindrical subducts 11 (figs. 3-4 )t 

Regarding claim 4, the air conduction device has subducts (11, 12, figs. 3-4) 
arranged concentrically one in the other. 

Regarding claim 5, the air condition device has at least one helical or 
longitudinally indrawn spiral sub duct (12, figs. 3-4) 

Regarding claim 6, the helical sub duct has at least one guide (unnumbered 
spiral wall of duct 12, fig. 3) which is arranged helically. 
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Regarding claim 7, the pitch of the helix decreases toward the outlet port (fig. 3). 

Regarding claim 8, upstream of the air conduction device (-4-), a metering device 
is arranged, which is designed in such a way that the air capable of being supplied to 
the individual sub ducts is controllable (is capable of being controlled) 

Regarding claim 10 limitation about specific aspect ratio, at the time the invention 
was made it would have been obvious mater of design choice to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to have specific aspect ratio, because applicant has not disclosed that the 
claimed specific aspect ratio provides an advantage is used for particular purpose or 
solves a stated problem. One of ordinary skill in the art would have expected the 
Applicant's invention to perform equally well with claimed aspect ratio or with aspect 
ratio similar to claimed aspect ration, because both aspects ratio performs the function 
of transferring the air equally well. 

Regarding claim 1 1 , each cylindrical sub duct (1 1 , fig. 3) has arranged around it 
at helical sub ducts (12, fig. 3) which can be regulated independently of one another via 
separate control devices 21 (fig. 2). 

Regarding claim 12, helical subduct (12, fig. 3) are arranged around cylindrical 
subduct (1 1 , fig. 3) in the inflow region the air duct assigned to the cylindrical sub ducts 
being arranged between the air ducts assigned to the helical subducts (12, fig. 3) 

Regarding claim 13, the cylindrical subducts project beyond the helical subducts 
as seen in the air flow direction (fig. 3). 
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Regarding claim 15, The air vent as claimed in claim 14, wherein the lamellar air 
conduction device is of centrally divided design, and the two parts can be regulated 
independently of one another (fig. 2). 

Regarding claims 16, a first flap 21 of at least one first duct 12 (fig. 2) and a 
second flap device (unnumbered flap opposite the flap 21 , fig. 2) of at least one second 
duct 10 (fig. 2) are alternatively opened or closed by means of control device 23 (fig. 2). 

Regarding claim 17, alternative opening and closing take place in oscillating 
manner (examiner notes dictionary defines oscillate: 1 a : to swing backward and 
forward like a pendulum b : to move or travel back and forth between two points 
( http://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionarv/osciilate , accessed 1/16/10), in this case 
flaps oscillates between two points: open and closed position.) 

Regarding claim 18 limitation about specific range, at the time the invention was 
made it would have been obvious mater of design choice to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art to have specific range, because applicant has not disclosed that the claimed 
specific range provides an advantage is used for particular purpose or solves a stated 
problem. One of ordinary skill in the art would have expected the Applicant's invention 
to perform equally well with claimed range or with range similar to claimed range, 
because both aspects ratio performs the function of transferring the air equally well. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have the Nocera invention modified with the Burr teaching of cylindrical 
sub ducts arranged concentrically and spiral in one other, about spiral sub duct, with 
oscillating flaps in order to get a diffuse setting and thus prevent the emerging airstream 
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from blowing onto a vehicle occupant at a high velocity (see Burr English translation 
paragraphs 0002-0005) 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 3/4/10 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

In response to the Applicant argument that Nocera ducts 9A and 9B are not 
parallel the examiner disagrees, because as seen on figure 3 and 4 duct 9A and 9B are 
parallel as long as their central axis are parallel, which is indicated on figures 3-4. 

Further, as is seen on figure 4, elements 2A and 2B are part of the duct that is 
parallel to each other. Best illustration for said statement is Figure 4, which is a side 
view where elements 2A (with its extension 12A as a part of 2A) shows a duct and from 
figure 3 (top view) it is clear that said duct are parallel. See also fig. 2, which shows tat 
duct 2A and 2B are parallel because they are extending in same direction , everywhere 
equidistant and not meeting (see definition http://www.merriam- 
webster.com/dictionarv/parallel , 4/10/10). 

Therefore even if ducts 9A,1 1 A are not parallel along their whole length, as 
Applicant stated, they are parallel at the end portion of its length and therefore said 
ducts are parallel. 

Regarding claim 2 argument, the examiner notes that it is clear from the Butera, 
that two ducts 5S and 5C and 6s 6c, as extension (which are similar to the Nocera ducts 
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9A and 9B). At the end of said duct of the Butera there are ducts 7c, 7D, 7C that 
presents division of said two ducts into at least 4 airstreams through said openings 7C, 
7D and 7S. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to HELENA KOSANOVIC whose telephone number is 
(571)272-9059. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-5:00, Monday through 
Friday. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Steve McAllister can be reached on 571-272-6785. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Helena Kosanovic/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 3749 
41010 



/Steven B. McAllister/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3749 



